
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re U.S. Patent Application of 
YAMAZAKI et al. 
Application Number: 10/812,893 
Filed: March 31, 2004 

For: Disk Array Apparatus and Disk Array 
Apparatus Controlling Method 

Attorney Docket No. ASAM.0118 

Commissioner of Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

LETTER 



Art Unit 2187 
Examiner 

Bradley, Matthew A. 



Sir: 



The below-identified communications are submitted in the above-captioned application or proceeding: 



( ) Priority Document 
( ) Request for Priority 
( ) Response to Notice of 

Non-Compliant Amendment 



(X) Interview Summary 

( ) Petition under 37 C. F. R. 1.47(a) 
( ) Check for $ 



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of any fees associated with this 
communication, including fees under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 and 1.17 or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account Number 08-1480. A duplicate copy of this sheet is attached. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Reed Smith LLP 

3110 Fairview Park Dr., Suite 1400 
Falls Church, Virginia 22042 
(703) 641-4200 
February 6, 2007 



Stanley P. Fisher 
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Hereinbelow is a summary of the personal interview conducted with the Examiner in 
connection with the above-referenced application. 



Interview Date: 
Interview Time: 
Attendees: 
Matter Discussed: 

Exhibits shown: 



January 11, 2007 
Telephonic 

Examiner Matthew A Bradley, Jennifer Teng 

Amended Claims 1-23; and 

US Pub. No. 2003/0212859 of Ellis et al. 

none 



Discussion/Agreements Reached: 

Applicants' representative and the Examiner discussed the amendments to claims 1, 8, 10, 13 
and 20 filed in the response to the first Office Action of October 10, 2006. Applicants' 
representative presented to the Examiner how the claims as amended distinguish over the prior art, in 
particular the reference to Ellis et al. The Examiner kindly agreed that the amended claims appeared 
to overcome the prior art of record, and he will call if he found any new grounds of rejections. 



Conclusion 

Applicants respectfully thank the Examiner for his consideration in conducting the above- 
discussed telephone interview with the Applicants' undersigned representative. The Examiner is 
respectfully requested to acknowledge receipt and consideration of this Interview Summary. Should 



there be any outstanding issues requiring discussion that would further the prosecution and 
allowance of the above-captioned application, the Examiner is invited to contact the Applicant's 
undersigned representative at the address and phone number indicated below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Stanley P. Fisher 




REED SMITH LLP 

3110 Fairvie w Park Drive 
Suite 1400 

Falls Church, Virginia 22042 
(703) 641-4200 



February 6, 2007 



